TEN CENTS ISSUE No. 3 


POLITICAL 
CORRESPONDENCE 


OF THE WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 


ENGLAND: | 
THE ROAD TO A MARXIST POLICY 


(CORRESPONDENCE WITH J. THOMAS) 


—ARTHUR BURKE 


AN OPEN LETTER TO THE R.W.L. 
—ANN WILCOX 


WHO TELLS THE TRUTH ABOUT TROTSKY 


—GEORGE MARLEN 


PUBLISHED BY 
THE BULLETIN 
P.O. BOX 67 STATION D 
NEW YORK CITY 


iP ae 

i : a f é ca 

* ig 

<4 1 cal : ae 
— oe . ct 
ov aUe an 4 ear: Si) 


1 taeeeeme ee ee 


INDIO 


a 


IYTAAS YAANOITUIOVAR A-AOA SUDASL. _BADIROW 3 


“ 
Ee 


pom 


aes i 
im 
Ds 


™~ , 


yo09 F2IKHAMLA, oT aAoa | 


| @AMORT: 4 Ar SDMA OHEIAAG 
SHAva AUHTAA~~ | - 


a ob WS 3HT OT TTA | M396 vA 
 RODsiw “via | i. 


> YAETOAT TUOQSA HTUAT SHT bps ow 
VAIRAM 2DROZO— 


Oo WOrTATS | 
YI. SHOY Wait 


EOt ey On yee Rady CPOs 


7} 
a 


S JOO! IN 18 1s; aN (eh 18 
onammmenalc! 


WORKERS LSAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 


fomeoar i March 1947 


Ts BoB OR CVOlN Teme teens 


Letter from T. Cownn and J, Thomas 
Our Koply -- Arthur Burke 


wt 


An Cpen Letter to Members ond Symprthizers of 
the Revolutionary Workers Lengue 
Ann Wilecx 16 
Who elis The Truth About Trotsky? 
jw- Goorge Wor len 21 


POLITICAL CONRRESPOFDINC is designed to serve as a supple- 
mentary organ to THE BULLETIN of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY 
POLITICAL CORRESPOBDANCE contains discussion articles on im- 

i issucs, nolemics on cur position both pro and_con, and letters 
ef pelitical interest from groups abroad and in the United States. 


ihe ammedintes sim 7% the WORKERS LoAGUE FOR A RiVOLUTIONARY 
PARTY is to arm the revolutionary workers with an understanding of the 
pssudo-revoeli 


Be 


itionary organizations now controlling the proletarian 
vanguard and to organize these workers into a new party. POLITICAL 
CORRSESFORDAMCS will, endeavor to serve as a vehicle for clarification 
and discussicn toward the solution of this problon. 


Address Communications tos- 


Guo; IRI) Gate, IPSS: 
ee Box 67 Station D 
Worle INANE 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2024 


https://archive.org/details/workers-league-for-a-revolutionary-party-bulletin_ 1947-03 3 


ENGLAND: THEE ROAD TO A MARXIST POLICY 


Correspondence with J. Thomas 
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Editorial vote: 
In the previous issue of this publication we presented some material 
dealing with the formation of the Socielist Workers League of Great 
Britain and pe analysis by George Marlen. In this issue we publish 
the reply of J. Thomas, secretary of the S.W.L., and T. Cowan, lit- 
SaeeThs Secretary for the “same organization andpir answer by Arthur 
urke. 


\ es 
Dear “eorge Marlen, October 19, 1946 


I was pleased to receive your letter of the 26th September, copy of 
which you alsq sent to Tom Cowan. This reply to your letter is a reply 
on behalf of Tom Cowan and myself, and should not in any way be construed 
us a considered reply of the organisetion of which we are members. In 
accordance with our usual custom this versonal correspondence is being 
brought to the attention of the whole organisation, 


I would point our from the onset that neither T.C., myself, nor the 
organisation as a whole has yet had an opportunity of giving the fullest 
consideration to your published material as it deserves. What material 
we have is in circulation. The only material we have at our disposal at 
the moment is the following: 


"Trotskyist School of Falsification," 

"Pages from Trotsky's Political History,” 

"Cannon's 'tStruggle for a Proletarian Party," 

"The Political Essence of the R.N.L.," 

"Marx-on a -Yham War," and an incomplete set of "The Bulletin" from 
August, 1945. 


As is pointed out in our letters of the 20th PreRS ts 46, and 19th 
Cctober, 46, addressed to Arthur Burke, your Corves. Secty., we are 


looking forward to receiving a copy of your basic "Programme" or "Manifesto." 


The workers who comprise the meinbership of the S.W.L. having reached 
the conclusion that none of the existing parties in the working class 
movement (in Gt. Britain) serve the interests of the working class, and 
thit the only alternative was the building of a new, independent, marxian 
organisation, took their first step in marking a line of demarcation 
separating marxism from opportunism. In doing so it rejected the political 
line of all the existing "soecalled" parties within the workirg class 
movement, on the basis of an examination of their programme and their 
actions. We have rejected the line of the Labor Party, the Communist 
Party, the Common Weulth Farty, the Independent Labour Party, the Socialist 
Party of Gt. ¥ritain, the Kevolutionary Communist Party- and the various 
anarchist groupingse 


“Io were not so foolish as to assume, which your letter seems to imply, 
that in making a lino of demarcation by breaking with the existing parties, 
that this act in itself constituted the only step which it was necessary 
for us to take. 


woe 


The far more important task- formulation of a programmed and the testing 
of the line we are developing in the actual day to day class struggle, re- 
mains our basic task. 


I would point our that in our discussions upon the draft Manifesto, 
which is now taking place within our organisation, our discussions are 
not taking place in a vacuum. Even if we had wanted to, which we did not, 
our discussions wuld not have taken place on a purely theoretical plane. 
By the very nature of the composition of our organisation, we are deeply 
involved in the class struggle in various industries, having to meet the 
bitter opposition of the Labour and trade union bureaucracy, the Stalinists 
and Trotsizyists. 


Time and time again our whole-hearted attention to drafting our Mani- 
festo has been side-tracked by the necessity to consider and defne our po- 
sition on many important issues, particularly in relation to trade union 
questions. In the urgency of our task of formulating a fully-rounded pro- 
gramme, it would have been the easiest thing in the world to have with- 
dravm from the class struggle taking place about us- isolated ourselves- 
become sectorians- fniled to give a lead when we had an opportunity of doing 
so- but to have taken this course would have been to negate marxism itself. 


We are very conscious of the fact that marxism developed in the course 
of the class struggle. From the time when Marx submitted his draft Com- 
munist Manifesto to the Communist League and its first publication in 
English in George Harney's "Red Republican" in 1850, marxist theory has 
to be tested in action. 
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Therefore we would say and agree with you that: 


"A Marxist must understand not only the nature of the political forces 
which mislead and betray the masses but also the present historical 
period in which the proletariat finds itself. He must grasp the policy 
of imperialism and Stalinism, otherwise he won't be able to furnish 
guidance in the class struggle and, despite all the correct information 
about the post, will only becloud the minds of the workers on questions 
which have a dirsct bearing upon the immediate course to pursue." 


But wa would add to this: 


"It is equally necessary for the Marxist to participate in the day to 
day Struggles of the working class, for only in the course of these 
struggles is it possible to test the eorrectness or otherwise of the 
theoretical conslusions arrived at." 


With regard to T.C.'s lettor of thé 25th August, 46, in which he 
states in reference to the publications of yours which he has read, and 
upon which he comments: 

",eeare to my mind good expositions of Trotsky's centrist tendency-]ine" 
and your reply: 
"We think that this ovaluation is politically erroneous and can only 


confuse the workers with regard to the basic naturo of the Trotsky 
“4 1 : : ‘ 
movemont" = down to- "Our investigetion hus led us to the conclusion 
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that the degenerated Bolshevik leadership, including Trotsky, having 
usureed power in tho Workers State and captured the vanguszrd of the 
international proletariat, has been acting as the chief botrayer of 
the boilers of all countries<s— Ve hone that we find this thesis in 


is 


your Manifesto," 

We should like before replying, to have your precise definition of 
Trotskyism- its form and content= and its precise role within the ranks 
of the working class movement. Is its line reformist, centrist, revo- 
lutionary; if its role is not any of these- whnt is it? Whose class 
interests doos 1 serve- subjectively and objectively? What are its 
economic roots, if it has any? Etec. 


With reg-erd to your comment on the first issues of our Workers! News, 
it is not our intontion only to expose the lios, eto., which pour out 
from the capitalist press. That quite obviously is not sufficient. In 
presenting a "positive line of action for the working class" we must of 
necassity expose the role of the Labour Party, Communist Party (Stalinists), 
Kevelutionsry Communist Party (Trotskyists) and other partics. 


On the question of the international situation, upon which we are 
only just beginning to formulate our position, we will carefully study 
your theses published in the Juned uly, 1946 of The Bulletin, and let 
you have our consid=red opinions in due course, together with our replies 
to your criticism. 


Yours fraternally, 
T.Cowan and Je Thomas 


Editorial Notes 
Our answer to this letter appears on the following pnge. 


Pages from Trotsky's Political History 
Cannon's "Struggle For a Proletarian Party" 
The Trotsky School of Falsification 
Part L (17 Articles) 
Part II (16 Articles) 
After Sixteen Years of Silence 
(On Trotsky*a article- "Did Stalin Poison Lenin?") 


Marx On A Sham War 


ORDER NOW.....ee0$005 per copy) 
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Address communications to: 
Red Star Press 

P.O. Hor 67 Stavion D 

New York, N.Y. 
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WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PaRTY 


November 25,1946 
Copy to T. Cowan 


Dear Thoms; 


Thenks for enclosing a copy of your letter of August 2O0th,1946, since 
"e@ never recéived the original. To facilitate the egchange of views we 
vould svggest that you route your corresnondence with us by air mail as we 
do from this ond. 


flo are very glad to read in your letter of August 20 that you are"happy 
to recieve and study" our materinl. fe have the same attitude hore vith 
reference to the materizl we receive from your group and circulate the 
latter to our conrndes here for study and analysis. Today, Stalinism has 
made such inroads even in the minds of the revolutionary anti-Stalinist 
workers that ve find a good many of the Trotskyite workers turning a deaf 
Gar to opponent political material and refusing to read documents from revo-— 
lutionary opponents of thcir tendency. Your expressed policy of analyzing 
and exarining our material ve regard as a healthy attitude and te hope that 
you vill maintain this attitude irroesvective of the fundamental political 
differences bottveen us. 


In your letter of October 19th you make the point that theory is tested 
in practice and hold th-t participation in the day to day class struggle is 
the concrete testing ground of theory. 


We do not counterpose theory to practice but rather see a mutual and 
inserperobdle relation. Practice we understand as an organia outgrovth of 
thoory and theory merely a generalization of practice. We do not abstract 
participation in class struggle from theory; the fact is that in class society 
everyone participotes in class struggle in one form or another whether aware 
of the fact gr not. Individusls who wish to retreat to an"ivory tover" and 
to avoid the class struggle ~erely throv thoir weight behind the ruling class 
Since class struggle like reality is a constant everpresent objective fact. 
Indifforence alvays serves the class in pover since only revolutionary action 
can lead the proletariat to the position of pover, 


In class society there is not and can not be an objective line ef non- 
participation in the class struggle. There may be a wish for such a line on 
the part of deserters or "tired radicals" but this vish does not and can 
not alter the fact. Thus every individual snd every tendency participates 
in some monner in the class struggle. ‘“e do not comprehend your emphasis 
on the necessity for such participation for it implies that there can be a 
line of non-p>rticipation in the closs struggle. ‘Jo rather sce the problem 


in this light; Ho7v to participate in a revolutionary mannor. 


Let us set tho problem of the proletariat in the present epoch and sea 
That revolutionary activity in the class styvuggle means today. 


The basic problem is to destroy and overthrov the capitalist system of 
wage slavery and to establish the social system of society based on free, 
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democratic workers rule. For such a gigantic task as the transformition of 
society the proletariate needs sn instrument to generalize the experiences 
of the struggle and to furnish guidance and leadership to all the oppressed 
masses; that ~eapon can only be the revolutionary proletarinn party. But as 
we look about us te already sce the revolutionary sections of the toilers 
organized in certain parties which claim to be for the abolition of capital- 
ism and the institution of Socialism. Time and again the proletariat has 
risen up in revolutionary struggle only to be misled and treacherously be~ 
trayed by these parties. Thus the first step is to clear the field for ovr 
tendency so that we can implant tho revolutionary ideas to the proletariat. 
Sut there is the above mentioned obstacle, a concrete stumbling block which 
prevents the forward movement of the proletariat and deafens it to the true 
revolutionary message. This stumbling block is the powerful opportunist 
forces at the head of the proletariat , vrimarily Social Democracy and 
Stalinism with the latter generally playing the chief role among the revo-~ 
lutionary sections of the workers due to the prestige of the Bussian Revo- 
lutions The Stalinist tendency has many branches such as the Trotsky uranch 
Which captures the most revolutionary workers in our epoch and ties them 
back ngoin to Stolinism. 


liow, how shall we solve the problem facing the revolutionary proletariat? 
an it be done by concentrating our energies in local strikes for higher 
wages? There are some workers who believe that this is the sina quae non 
of revolutionary class struggle policye This is what is generally called 
“day to day participstion in the class struggle." 


The workers vtho have developed trrde union consciousness must be poli- 
ticized and we find that when they do become politicized they fall into the 
camp of the opportunist forces leading the proletariat. Let us take the 
ease of Stalinisme History his shown Stalinism, particularly in its leftist 
periods, pushing all sorts of strikes and in many cases succeeding in win- 
ning many econo-ic gains for the vorkers, All sorts of adventuristic strug 
gles were led by Stalinism against the revressive forms of capitalist rule 
(police, etc.) giving the impression of revolutionary struggle. Could par- 
ticipstion in such strikes by a handful of revolutionary workers on the 
issue of immediate economic demands in and of itself expose Stalinism? Quite 
the contrary, this line is on attempt to escape ahead—-on conflict with Sta 
linism ond represents a veiled capitulation to it. Stalinism can be fought 
only oy a thoroughzoings political exposure and not by strikes at a trade 
union level; the same is even more true for the left appearing branches of 
the Stalinist 2nd Socinl Democratic political systems. 


To mention but one example; Did the sauatters in gnzland or the vor- 
kers synpethiging vith them in thet covntry and throughout the world learn 
onything about the conscious counter-revolutionory noture of Stalinism 
through its action in th-t particular event. Stalinism is a huge internat 
tional force firmly entrenched a ons the vanguard ~orliers, More, Stalinism 
is militently jenlous of its pover and thus does not stand still but is ever 
~atchful to destroy any and all revolutionary minded onponents. It is really 
childish to think thet a handful of revolutionary vorkers can sneak behind 
the Stalinist obstacle, bury their heads in the unions, and build a party on 
the basis of"furnishing leadership" in some strikes. This is a "get rich 
quick schemo" desisned to avert the opportunist blockade of revolutionary 
ideas; hundreds of left-Trotskyite groups have tried it all over the vorkd 
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The end result can be predicted with scientific precision; demoralization 
and capitulation to one or another form of reactions 


That is the specific form of our participation in the class struggle? 
We take up the living org;nizations, composed of living human beings, and 
expose the counter-revolutionary line of the leadership by irrefutable doc- 
umentary evidence in terms of actusl deeds in concrete situations. There we 
have c member in a union, the comrade orients himself to the most advanced 
worizers in thet local as 7e do on the ovtside. To the extent of our forces 
7"e are for a direct clash with all the opportunists, and direct ovr efforts 
as the necesscry first step to the most politically advanced of the revolwu 
tionary Workerse Today these most advanced workers are those organized in 
the Fourth International tendencies; this body of workers not only accepts 
the idea of proletariran revolution but has advanced to the point of breaking 
subjectively with Stalinism and Social Democracy. These vorkers are the 
historical nucleus for the nev revolutionary proletarian party; thus our 
miterial is overwhelmingly directed to this section of the proletariat. As 
you can see 7e uncompm:misingly expose the misleaders of these vorlcers "ho 
tie them back again to Strlinism ond Social Democracy and our exposure ranges 
from thoir vork in the trade unions, the hidden history of their leadership, 
to their policy on all current issues. “ve accept the -iarxist idea that the 
revolutionary party can be built only in the course of the systematic destruc- 
tion of the influence of the onportunists; thot is the indelible lesson of 
tne October Revolution. We therefore believe that it vould be a desertion 
of our struggle to keep mum about the counter-revolutionary poljtical leader— 
ship of the vorkers ind set their minds exclusively on pure economic cnd 
immediate issues such as higher ‘aces and try to capture leadership of local 
struggles cn this basise 


The specific form of our struzzle today is determined by the extent of 
our forces. Thus today our main emphasis is on political clarification 
directed to the revolutionary orkers who have slrecdy advanced to the point 
of breaking subjectively vith the Stalin gang» To these vorkers ve attempt 
to implent a scientific understonding of the present epoch and of the present 
lexdership hamstringing the proletariat. The initial phase must necessarily 
be such scientific understanding ind the self clarificction of individuals. 
The next step is to spread this Marxist theoretical capital to the advan 
ced workers. On this basis only cin a genuine Marxist group be crystallized 
This group vill then apwroach the vanguard vorkers dominrted by the opportu. 
nist forces ond through the medium of forums, educational seetings, debates, 
distribution of literature “there these workers are kmov™m to congregate, spread 
the revolutionary line. Gradually as the group expands its activities it 
expands ( in unions, etce ) but the expansion of these activities is predicated 
on the process of destroyin the hold of the opportunists. To atdempt to 
approach the backvard workers directly .nd to concentrate on them while the 
revolutionary section of the ~orkers rem-ins bound to opportunism is itself 
only a form of opportunism and a ronunciation of a struggle against the 
opportunist betrayerse 
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We hecrtily approve of your sentiments when you speak of the necessity 
to "expose the role of the Labour Farty, Communist Party (Stalinists), 
Revolutionary Communist Party (Trotskyists) and other parties." 


males 


However, political exposure presupposes a scientific understanding. 
Yet you characterize Stalinism as “reformism! (Workers News, September 
1946, pp 2,4,6.) Unfortunately this is an erroneous vievpoint. Reformism 
originated as a political tendency on the soil of imverialist states. Its 
class basis ws the aristocracy of labor “hich lived off the crumbs from 
the tebdle of imperialism. Its expressed aim wes the gredual reform of 
capitalism through the use of capitalist institutions. Its line in action 
as the subordination of the proletariat to the bourgeoisie and its reformist 
political policy moved aivays in a continual rightist direetion until it 
openly united vith the impericlist vourgeoisie in the Vorld “lar of 1914-18. 
In the post-var period the erstvhile reformists acted as the capitalist 
labor cops to stave off proletarian revolution. 


In contrast to Social Democracy, Stalinism arose on the basis of a 
state created through the successful overthroy of the Russian crpitalists 
and landiords. ‘The class basis of Stalinism is the socialized property in 
tne Soviet Union from which the Stalinist burocracy derives its pover and 
revenue. Since Stalinism aims to preserve its usurpation of pover in Russia 
it “ust prevent any tendency on the part of the proletariat tovard revolu- 
tionary develop ment in Russia and clsevhere. Wherens Social Democracy 
Functions as a direct agency of imperialism, thé Comintern parties function 
in the interests of the Stalinist ourocracy in RusSia.e Even the historic 
tradition is different in relation to the pioneers of scientific socialism. 
Sociai Democracy vears the mantle of the Mernshevik fraction of the Russian 
Social Democratic Party, whereas Stalinism ciaims the Bolshevik tendency as 
its ovme Social Democracy claims Karl Asutsky while Stalinism clothes itself 
in the mantle of Senin from the very origina of the latters political tendency. 


Basing itself on the historie experiences of the proletariat Stalinism 

evised s unigue zgizzaz systom, flinging the vorkers back md forth 

"ecn ultra-leftism ond ultrn-rixzhtism to prevent ~ genuine revolutionary 
or ment. Reformism in contrast, never pursued its policies through this 

A similar zigzeng systom; in f-ct reformism never pursued a policy of 


ultr-—leftism -t any »soint.its political history xs n tendency, 


Sterlinism -nd reformism, then, are tvo entirely different socinl forces, 
vith opposite soci-l origins «nd different methods of operxtion. “We ennnot 
see 10 identific-tion of Strlinism ond reformism rs being the b-sis of cn 
exposure of cither of these forces since this identific-tion objectively 
distorts the mecning :nd nxture of both. 

Te might .dd while 7e cre on the svbdject, thit technically spenking we 
do not rog-rd the Labour Party 1s reforvist. In frct, reformism historic-lly 
no longer exists as . confused political tendency within the proletcrinrt. 
That oo re-lly have todsy is cn intern-tion-1 tendency (Socixl Democrrcy ) 
which veors the mask of roformism <Attloc, Bevin -nd their ilk hnve no n-ive 
ilinsions ~bout "reforming" cqwitrlism 2nd le:ding the vorkers to socialism 
through the use of bovrgeois parliamentarism. ‘’orkers ~ha repeat the old 
standard definitions by rote do not take into account the fundarental changes 
in the imperialist world since the orld Var of 1914-18. Capitalism is in 
its decay stawe, staggering rlong fron crisis to crisis and unable to furnish 
any substance to the illusion spread oy the old time refornists prior to the 
outbreek of the Torld iar of 1914-18. Attlee, Sevin, Blum and the other 
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social-democratic leaders pretend to see a possibility of reforming orpi tal- 
ism; in reality their line is to use this demagogy to retain leadership of 
the anitecapitalist minded workers and the better to safeguard the role of 
imperialist. The traditional distinction betveen reformism and revolutionary 
“arxism is that the former aspired to Socialism by "peaceful" means. The 
true relation todsy is that the so-called reformists do not aspire to Social- 
ism at all but only pretend to do 50. 


In the epoch of Marx and Engels the tro pioneers of Scientific Socialism 
ve®e confronted by the problem of combatting confusion within the ranke of 
the proletariate No one could accuse the putschist Blanqui or the Utopian 
Socialist Owen, for example, of conscious dishonesty. When reformism deve- 
loped initially in the ranks of the leadership of the Second International 
there was at least the expansion of the capitalist productive mechanism and 
the hothouse period of imperialist expansion into backvard areas. Surface 
appearances seemed to give some support to the reformist theses. But in the 
present period of history there m't even a shadow of evidence to prop up 
any such illusions. We face not confusion out deliberate deception from 
Bocial Democracy as ‘ell as from Stalinism, 


Observe the significamévchanges. within the Social Democratic leadership 
itself. In 1899 the "Socialist" Millcrand joined the French bourgeois cabinet 
and sat cheek by jowl with the butchers of the Paris Commune, Millerand's 
action was condemned by all the influential leaders of the Seaxond Interna= 
tional including Karl Kautsky. Millerandism became the synonym for the policy 
of class collaboration.. But today... the leaders of the Second Internationa} 
not only occupy cabinet posts but even assume the premiership to keep the 
bourgeois government mechanism running. All the sordid secrets of imperialist 
diplomacy become opened to these fake Socialists who carry out the imperialist 
policy with an iron hand. Do you think that these leaders are simply "naive" 
and scriously bolieve any more in Socialism? These are not reformists in any 
sense but simply a part of the capitalist labor machine which operates within 
the prolotariat. 


It is interesting to note that. even then Bornstein dpenly came out vith 
his revisionist idens in 1 series of articles in 1899°he was also repudiated 
by all the leading sections of the Second Internationel. For oxample, the 
German Socinl Demoeratic Party at its Congress in Hanover in October 1899 
prssed the folloving resolution regrraing Bernstein's revisionism: 


"The party sces no renson for changing its miin demands, its fun- 
damentnl views, its trctics and its very name, iso., for turning 

the Socirl-Democrntic Party into 1 democrnrticesocinlist party of 
reform; the party emphiticrlly rejects any ittempt to obscure 

or change its attitude tovirdstho wmisting political. and social order 
ond towards the bourgeois partics," 

In 1914 then the lenders of the Second International reneged on all 
their pledges .nd vent over the the "defense of the fatherland" this marked 
the emergence of conscious treachery as the established policy of the Social 
Democrnatie lenders. Sooirl Democracy todey is tho estrblished enpitalist 
labor agency ‘vithin the ranks of the proletariat recruiting its duped follovers 
vith a false face of Socinlist reformigm. 
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Wo can not see hov you can expose the Trotsky movement cither since you 

label this tondency as "Contrism! Gentrism is a form of Social Senocracy 
C2 oPis2s like-its political purent. in the.soil of the imperislist states. 
cntrism functions as the lefs fig lesf for Social Democracy and sives an 
Apperwruce of densrceation because of its ogranizeational seperation from the 
letter, iLofbvard moving workers from the officinl Social Democratic perties 

G ev .ptured by the Contrigts who att«ch these workers. politically to tne 
persat body. Ceontrism "griticizes" the official Socinl Democratic policies 
but supports these policiss in deeds. It is therefore . wing of Socinl 
DoMOcYVnrcive 


frotskvism, like Stalinism, (and unlike "CGentrism" ) originated from the 
rocratic degcuorstion. of the «orkers State. Trotskyism is 1. branch of 
slinism ss Centrism is 2 ving of Social Democrney. The Trotsky line is 
hoscoor, ecrormist' centrist or revolutionary." its line is Stalinist—that 

the lino of its lendurshis is conscious attachnaent to the-bdurocratic 

ecntrnaligation of the Yorkers State. These nara its economic roots. Through 
tiis organic attachment to Strlinism it politically operates to betray the 
wOriters by turning them over to Strlinism (Germany 1926, China 193-27, 
Envzicnd 1926, Spnin 1946-39 the preseat line of SP-~CP governments for 
Burope, cte.) Through support of Strlinists countor-revolution: ‘(vith"criti- 
cise", toa bdersure ) it-ttus.props up, imoericlism Since. Stalinism in.frus- 
tr tine py revolutionary. developronts thus.serves the class interésst.of the 
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aus “e Sco no exposure “hritsoever of the main enemies opernting vithin 
the. proioserants A Matter of fact wo tere surprised to. see that your paper 
aoss not even educnrte the ~orkters on the role of vourgeo.s livernls. For 
instauce, there-is icle rendering tribute to H.G. Vells, a bourgeois 
liseral philistine «nd am uncompromising opronent-of the. theory and prectice 
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Te SCien bit ice sOeled ism.) Tne ‘the- editor's) notes tos the article. ve. Teadsin, your 


second number of Yorkers 
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'tNevertheless, his ( HG. Vells-4vu) general vrogressive outlook has 


in imeicoas any! thoussudss of people in che rizht: directions. x#or 
that ve cre @rnteful." (nd) 


Aud. im the -rticlesatself ~e rub. our eyes. 71th astonishment sud-rend: 


!The common 17 n hes lost a ere .t friend ond chompion." (Thid) 


iy 


Is it possitblo thet the aditor of the “orkers evs believes thrit this 
article will heishten the cl.ss consciousness of the vorxers “hom tue pnper 
nddressos? The cssenco of revolutionsry class consciousness is the reali- 
gation of the role of ll the varieg-ted servitors of the bourgeoisie and the 
shorp and vencomrovising division bet-een revolutioiwry iarxism snd mle the 
direct and indirect defenders of Wage sinvery.e sy pvinting H.G “ells «s 4 
tmwont friend and chyzpion" of the “common man!, the Vorkers Hevs here funcs 
ende 
aoyrovingly “t 1 devendor of imperinlism. The point that H.G. Wells shoved 
up soe of the more oovious crimes of ccpitnlism no more converts him into a 
friond of the prolet-rint them the Attlces, bevins nnd keuiskys, ete, “ho 
“rote prolificnlly on the evils of expitrlism and tue glories of Socinlism. 
As x ttor of f-ct, it is precisely this progressive looking front .that cap- 


aiers 


tures 2 lot of uninformed workers who are therefore the more effectively 
betrayed to the class enemy. The culogy to Wells is somthing that we expect 
to sce in the Socinl Democr-tic press- ve never im-gined that this kind of 
stuff vould find its way into your pnrper, 


Furthermore ve might note th-t even the terminology in the article is 
anti-Viarxist. “arxism spenks of classes and clxss relitions- not an 211 
encompassing "common man." 


Since you do not present a correct nicture of the present-day oppor- 
tunist forces, your organ does not and can not present @ correct line for the 
revolutionary workers to follow. In the article "Yorkers in Action" your 
paper describes sove aspects of the situation facing the British vorkers in 
the Gas, Milk and Meat industries. But description of the abuses of cap- 
italism and the terrible plight of the ~orkers is not sufficient at the pre- 
sent time. One can find much more elaborate presentations in the Trotsky 
press and in the Daily Yorker. The opportunist leaders are past masters in 
castigating the horrors of capitalism. “hat is the political line that you 
present that vould distinguish your tendency from the opportunists? Here is 
the line of policy your paper advocates: 


"We need unity in action against the bosses, not inter-—union squabbles 
for the benefit of the union bureaucrats. We need a nev frank and file 
movement in all industries, such as the dockers have set up. Lets get 
cracking!" (Ibid. p.7) 


Howry can there be revolutionary unity in action while the opportunist 
forces of Social Democracy, Stalinism and Trotskyism dominate the advanced 
workers in Britain? Unity in action in such a political context crn only 
mean unity under capitalism. Instead of a clarion cx2ll to unmisk and cast 
out the counter-revolutionary forces dominnting the orginized workers in 
Britain ve get some phrases about "unity in action" or arank and file 
movement such as the dockers have set up." Without an explanation that 
revolutionary unity in action is impossible without a destruction of the 
influence of the counter-revolutionary political forces nov dominating the 
workers a simple call for"unity in action" fosters illusions and objectively 
diverts attention from the init®l task which faces the handful of revolutionary 
workers today who are seeking to recreate a new Marxist movements 


In your article on India you correctly speak of the present Constituent 
Assembly as a fraud. Hovever, you do notmake clear your position on the 
entire Constituent Assemodly issue (whether you would support it if it were 
based on universal suffrage, etc. ) Further, you speak of "revolutionary 
political grovpings" in that tortured country. What groups a0 you have in 
mind? We knot of many revolutionary minded vorkers but of no revolutionary 
groupings from a Marxian point of view The political nature of a grouping 
is dotermined by the line and polciy of its leadership. From this angle ve 
know of no revolutionary political groupings in India. Also e not only 
oppose the present "Constituent Assembly" but any other kind, ‘hatever the 
form of suffrage, as an organ of bourgeois dictatorship. We do not see the 
Indian bourgeoisie as conducting any sort of fight against imperialism: ve 
repudiate, therefere, support in any vay including the line of "march sep— 
arately and strike together" ‘hich implies that the colonial bourgeoisie 
does strike in some manner against imperialism We hope that you ‘7ill make 
your position clear on these issues. 
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Taking your organ as a “hole ~e see ameincorrect relation between 
provaganda and agitation. The taske imposeg by historyon a relatively small 
grouping such as yours is the necessity for propaganda which means the 
distillation of many complex political ideas to advanced ~orkers. . On the 
otner nend, your paper gives every appearance of having a “mass orientetien' 
attempting to address the British masses directly. The S,".L. leadership 
apparently forgets the fact that it first has to clear the field of the 
Bigontic political forces which already have the ear of the masses» ‘The 
key to the masses is the advanced workers as the Marxist leaders alvays 
explxined. Since the advanced ~orlzers today are under the say of the 
opportunist forces the winning of these workers to an correct “farxian pro~ 
gram must necessririly tke the form of a direct. polemic against the present 


r 


concrete lexdership of these vor”ers. As Lenin pointed out: 


"Qne of the essential conditions for preprring the vroletariat for 
victory is . prolonged, persistent and ruthless struggle agninst 
opportunism, reformism, socinl-chruvinism nd simil-r bourgeois in+ 
fluences and tendencies, which are inevitrble -s long 1s the pro 
letrriat -cets under cripitrlist conditions. Unless such . struggle 
is sought, and unless 1 complete victory over opportunism is PRE 
DiitTNARILY GAINSD, there cnn be no hone for the dictxtorship of the 
proletcriat." (Selected Works, Vol. VI, pp 484-485. My emph-sis cnd 
Capit:1ls—AB ) 


This wis dited December 29,1919, th-t is,after the Bolsheviks ‘rere 
xlrendy the mijor force in Rassia rnd addressing the misses directly in 
the enpitrlist countries through the Third Intern tional. Whit sholl we 
sy todny “hen sinrxism is espoused only by 1 handful of revolutionists | - 
and hen Strlinism is identified ~ith the October Revelution and prsses 6 
the genuine article vith the huge oulk of the anti-capitalist minded workers? 
We are by no means fetishists of Lenin but i$ is an indubitable fact that 
the death knell of the bourgeoisie in Russia sounded in the period ‘when the 
vorkers in the Soviets passed from support of the Mensheviks and SR's to 
support of the Bolsheviks in Sept.- Oct. 1917. The struggle to expose the. 
influence of the Mensheviks and SR's from 1903 to 1917 as the concrete form 
of tne struggle to overthrow capitalism. 


On your request for our program. The first programmatic document of our 
group was the book "Stalin, Trotsky of Lenin" by George Marlen, hich gave 
our position on most of the vital guestions in terms of a volemic against 
Stalinism. However, this book presented an incorrect vie? on the role and 
line of Trotsky and as tnerefore incorrect in this najor respect. Further 
investigation scientificaly established the role of Trotsky and vas published 
by us as "7@ unearthed the facts. Sy Aoril 1939, -e “ere able to present a 
revised progray atic outline whidh we presented in our organ then called 
"In Defense of Bolshevism! ‘ieanvhile, ~e kept putting forth our positions 
on ali the basic questions in the form of a polemic against the Trotskyites, 
left»Trotskyites and semi-Trotskyites. Unfortunately this material is 
scattered over many Bulletins and is not yet col ected in one encompassing 
document although a comrade is -‘orkin, on a Programmatic Draft no? so as -to 
put ali of ovr positions in one readily accessible document. ‘Ye have sent 
you a fairly complete file of our material so as to acquaint you “ith our 
major positionse 
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creation or support to any non-revolutionary 
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etc., this latter being the 
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We are for the building of 4 revolutionary ‘larxist party which is the only 
senvlie weepon for the overthroy of capitalism. 


e- Me are avainst "Workers Governments" or "Yorkers and Farmers Governments" 
wnen they mean a gov-rnment composed by a coalition of opportunist parties on 
a Capitelist basis. (This ~as the tyne of government set up by the Stalinists 
and Social Denocrats in cermany in 1923 “hich betrayed the revolution. Support 
to tiis trap “as prepared by the Fourth Congress of the C.I. in 1922. At 
present this rraud is supported oy Social Democracy, Stalinis™ and Trotskyism 
The Ocllerites also stance on this position sines they hold the Fourth Cokg= 
Tess uf the 0.1. to be Marxist and since they hold that Trotsky pursued a 

: t line when he helped Stalin put over the ‘Yorkers Government trap on 
mman workers. ) 


2 £0F a Workers Goverament on the basis of proletarian dictatorship led 
ae revolutionary Marxist party and based on free and democratic rule by 
Gace Wormers. 


o- We are against a Constituent Assembly at any and all times as an organ of 
bourgevis rule. (this position for a Constituent Assenbly is supnorted by 
the oourzeoisic Social Democracy, Stalinism -nd Trotskyism. The Oehlerites 
are for support to the sovan under certsin conditions. ) 


We are for Revolutionary Soviets <s the organs of proletarian political power. 


4- Ve are against any support to colonia: vourgeoisie or any concession to the 

idea that colonial bovrgeoisies c:ti fight imoerialism. (Colonial bourgeois ies 

are supported ty imperialism, Social Democracy, Stalinism, and Trotskyism in 

ee form of"critical sup spor te" From 1937 to 1945 the Trotskyites vere for 
"Critics! support" to Chiang 4ai shek. The Oechlertte.line on the latter vas 
march separately ond strike together, implying that the colonial puppets strike 

against imperialism in some form or other.) 


We are for the line of permanent revolution in coloninl and semi-colonial areas. 
Only dictstorship of the prolet«riat cin solve the tisks of colonial revolution 
end free the masses from imperi-lism. 


Dd. Je arc against any support to opportunistsorgenizstions or individuals in 
elec os ons. (Trotskvism, depending upon “hich country it is in, calls for 

electoral support to Social Democrney, Stalinism, trade union fnkerse in 
ene most opportunist forces lined up tehind the snbour Party in the General 
Election of 1945.) 


fe are for exposure of opportunists end destruction of their influence. For 
an uncompromising fight agninst opportunism in nll forms at all times with no 
morntoriums during election periods. The only government ‘Te will ewer support 
is prolctrrian dictntorship. 


6- We ore ngninst the slogan of Workers @ontrol of Production under cep- 
italism as pure denagogy. (This slogan was instituted by Social Democracy, 
is now supported rt one of another period by Stalinism and Trotskyism. ) 


Pa 
‘e are for workers contro! of production under the only conditions under which 
t is possible: Proletarion State Pover. 
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We are for acolition of all One and racial repression and per 
This can not oe sepnrated from revolutionary struggle against ca 
8 tle are arainst Trade Union Control of “ilitery Training. (This is a Trotsky 
slogan advanced for sha Capitabist ary. ) 
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We are for exposure and unma of 211 labor fakers leading trade unions 
and otnuer workers oreanizations; for total destruction of the capitalist 
military machine and its replacement by a workers militia. This latter is 
possivle only under revolutionary dictstorship of the vorking class. 


On Transitional Demands raised vy the Trotsky movement. ‘e have already 
indicated cur position on the ~sin ones such as the iabour Komeres Yorkers 
Control of Production and the Workers and Farmers Government. Vther demands 
as applied to the U.S. vere: 


The Right to York: This presumavly vas a struggle against unemployment. 
Actualiv, this slogan is an oid favorite with vourgeois liberals who wanted 
to educate workers to adapt tnemselves to the condition of ~age slavery. 
During Serio of strikes this slogan is used by the top oourgeois leaders 
to justify scabdoing. 


Sliding scale of vages and sliding scale of hours. This is supposed to 
ce the alpha and omega of trade union strategy. Actually its basic theorsatical 
presupposition is the continued existence of vage slavery. 


The Transition zl Demands “ere formalated by Trotsky in 1968. The explana- 
tion vas that this vas . pro+rrevolutionary situation snd that these slognns, 
in contrast to the old "minimus" and "maximum progrtm of Socinl Demoer-cy 
vould lead the toilers in cinss borttles ng-inst the bourgeoisie snd thence to 
victorye eance the presentrtion of the Transitional Slogans ve pe see the 
Trotsxyites tying the vorkers to Stalinism end the talk about lerding the 
vorkers in cliss.bittles vas so much Gust in the eyes of the ee out misled 
Trotsky workers. Where some of tae transition>l slozans hive retusllyv been 
nppiicd- Labour Party- we see the Trotsivitos swinging the vorkerg bchind the 
old line lnbor f-kers. ‘The slogan of Workers -nd 4armors Government has been 
concre tized in the slogan for an SP-CP sovernment in Ltaly, France, Belgium, etc. 


Do we cnll for -ny immodinte demands? “le are 11 for improving the immedinrte 
economic conditions o. the ‘vorcers but the prosentrtion of immedi-te demands 
would mean thet -e think and pretend to Le - prrty. The presentation of 
imnedinte demands presupoos.s a mass party that can speak directly to athe 
"rorgers end other oppressed masses. Our task is to first build the revolue 
tionary party ~hich does not now exist. We are a propaganda group vith an 
advanced vorkers orientation and do not play make believe hich is “hat the 
Left-Trotskyite srouplets do hen they effect an air of being 4a party. ‘The 


= 


presentation of immediate demands is a task which ~e have to regretfully 
leave to the future when our vropeganda group has emerged as a party. Where 
e involved in a union or shop -e advocate improving the immediate 

nds of the vorkers out -ith a concentration of emphasis on the exposure 
of the counter-revolutionary leadership of the proletarian van;zuard. 
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We hope that this schemtic summary helps ansver your questions. te 
“ould ve slad to elaborate on any of the avove »oints or on any ot! 
mMisht question. 


Arthur Burke 
Correse Sec'y 
For the WeeR. Pe 
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* AN OPEN LETTER TO MEMBGRS AND SYMPATHIZERS * 
* OF THE REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS LEAGUE * 
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Dear Comrades, February ¢, 1947 


On January 25, 1947, the Revolutionary ‘Yorkers League held a Lenin, 
oe and Luxembourg "Memorial Meeting™ in the city of Chicago, at 
hich Sid Okun, acting national secretary of the ReW.Le, was the speaker. 
cece the end of his talk, Okun raised the question of what he referred 
tc as a recent "split" in the ranks of the Workers League for a Revolution- 
ary Party. S8y injecting this and other controversial subjects, Okun de- 
parted from the scope of a Memorial meeting and channeled the supposed 
Memorial lecture, into, the field of political polemics against the W.L.R.P. 
Since Okun diverted the meeting into polemical attacks against an opponent 
group, it was incumbent upon the R.V.L. : haces, 2 to open the floor to a 
free democratic discussion. Naturally our comrade present, in line with 
this accented procedure, took notes epee: er estreee to discuss the ve- 
racity of Okun's statements. However, at the close of Okun's talk, the 


chairman announced that "Since this is a memorial meeting, there will be 
no discussion." 


Through this maneuver, the K.Y.L. leadorship prevented our views from 
petting a hearing at that meeting. he reasons for this anxiety to pre- 
vent such discussion will readily beeowe sanreront to the reader as we 
analyze Ckun's remarks on the subject iu question. Now let us consider 
the nature of Okun's ramarks on the guestion of the W.L.k.eP.e: 


"Marlen is anxicus to publicize oo ee splits but his own, He has 
recently had a split in his owm renks, when Hunter and five other come 
rades eri Ob Adorn Iai, Gig alec Aue one of the 'sham war!...48% of 
his group. In fact, I'm going to write oa letter to Marlen about this. 
Why didn't he publish Hunter's document?" 


Three points are involved in Okun's statement. One, that there was 
a split in our group. Two, that the split was on the question of the 
shem war. Third, that a document by Hunter was suppressed. We will take 
up these ollegations in order. 


First, the facts on the alleged split. In Marxian terminology, a 
split presupposes a distinct regroupmont ot foress on a difference in 
political line, with documents :oxnlAining the separation from the parent 
organization. On the other hand, all political organizations have the 
experlerce of individuals leaving the movement entirely. This latter move, 
Morxis% S _brand as desertion, and it is a common phenomena to all political 


orgarizations oper iting within the labor movement, particularly in periods 
of omne capitalist reaction. What was the Henne Heke of the incident 


to which Okun refers? 


At a scheduled meeting cf our grovp in September 1946 several members 
pepe Y failed to appear and ‘the League has offics ally never heard from 
them since. From informe] sources we learned that those people have dee 
cided to give up politics oomplotely. Sines no document or communication 
was ever presented to us, and since these people have not appeared before 
the workers with any sort of explanation, we are forced to resort to con= 
jecture. In any case, this is obvicusly no "split" but a desertion. 

Okun is falsifying the facts when he clevates this desertion to the level 
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Of aA polivical split, 


The second point raised by Okun, that these departed members left on the 
besis of « disagrzemont.on the question of the sham war is a complete dis- 
tortion. We obviously are not defending the position of the doserters from 
our ranks whem we regard as capitulators to the class enemy. But we will 
Say in tho interests of the truth that these pr ople never at any time voiced 
disagreencnt on the sham wor. “Ie are not ee sted in imputing to people 
positions which they do nob hold, whothor those conesrn our political enemies 
or friends, 


ow for the last point; that we have suppressed a document by Hunter, 
departed members. 


At no time in th 

Any document ever ee tor Seaver bi a menber" rene ‘the ne ague- Was ale 
ways and is to this day, denlt with in full accordance with the wishes of 
the suthor. Any and 211 documents on controversial questions which the 
authors presented for publication in our offical organ were published. If 
Jxun knows of any document which . momber of our group presented for pub- 
and which was not published, we challenge him to produce it. We 
ly predict that no such document will bo produced because no such 


J 
7 maaca ars oy the a ey ten 
unproessed document exists, 
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Ckun actually claims to have hod possession of such a document. 70n 
this point, he stated at the mocting in guostion: 
t . ‘ nce : & 
ML had a copy of this doecwnont, but urfortunstoly T-mailed it’to Comrade 
47 1 Poet 
Wileex, and hve not been able to got_snother copy. 


, 


&h worker trusting Okun might belicre that the latter really had obtained 


such a "“suprresssd" decument. The facts will show whether or not this Okun 
Story gies. oe Ping’ of Truth. 


Karly in December lL Okun contacted Comrade Wilcox by telephone, and 
inquired whether she hud seen ths Apne which he claimed’ to “have w= He 
Statod thet he wished to discuss it witly her, and since™-she knew of novsuch 
document, offerca to isnd hor 2 scopy." Sienifiesautly, despite nll criorvs %o 
borrow or even get a gliness of the suprosed document and despite Okunts 
ropented promises, Comrade Yilcox never recdived it. Wilcox and Harden 
(both of the W.L.R.P.) mode sever] offorts to borrow it from Chkun“vhen 
Harden was in Cl: “forts were unovailing. They also put 
Clon to “the test. by eee i have a public debates or forum, using the 
suptosed document as 2 basis of discussion, provided, of course D thst they 
could only loern yc Pens were supposoi.to discuss. THIS OKUN PLATLY RE- 
FUSED TC DO. Okun finally seid thet ho hed given the document 4 another 
member of his group who hod rend it and subsequently mailed it to “Wilcox. 
When a wes Mo rees sar after a rousonnble length of time (allowing for 
every © G@2ivrbioe dslay in the mails) Wilcox-rrote to the alleged author 

f the coe nt (J.C. Hurter) requesting a copy. She received the following 


"Deer Ann: To my knowledge no document such as you mention has been dis- 
tributed to anyone. Maybe somebody's just pulling your leg to lead you 
into a vovwow. Seems te mo you ought to domand to see the document in 
oreketsnee Koy sie 


Peculiarly, noither the mombors of the W.L.&.P. nor the supposed 
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author knows of the exist-nee of such a "suppressed" document. Let Okun 
cither produc> this"suppressed"document or let the workers see that his 
statements concerning it were untruths. 


mY 


Ne now wish to take up Okunts "throat" to write a letter to our group 
on this question of the "suppressed document. We might point out here that 
for a period of close to ten years our group has consistently challenged the 
ReWebe to a political debate or written polomic on the various principled 
quostions. The R.W.L. has Heenchenters avoided a defense of its position and 
simply ignored our repsated challenges. Reovwntly, on November 27, 1946 

the W.LeR Pe. sant the following jereee £0 sbheislet ates 


"For a mimbor of yoars our group has been publishing polemical material 
against the positions of your tendency on all the principled issues facing 
the rovolutionsry workers in this epoch. We wish at this time to reiterate 
our desire for 2 public debute with an authorized representative of your 
ergonizgtion on, anyor all of tho Ariestontecee questions. As tentative topics 
we would sugsests 


) The Nature of :Stalinism 
.) The Nature of Trotskyism 
) The Path to « New Revolutionary Movement 

) The Present Xelationship of the World Imperialists to each other and 


e ey 
@y wats iSenvaione iWheaieia 


"If these topics sre not suitable we would like to hear of any suggestion 
you might have for alternate subjects as a basis for a political debate. 


"> ; FY 7. a ‘; 
We are in « position to furnish a mecting room for the debate and can 
mect at any time which might bo corvenicnt to you." 


Sometime later, we received an undated lettor from Okun who "neferred” 
the matter to the New York unit of the R.W.L. wher? it subsequently died. 
in light of Oxun's romarks, we take this occasion to repeat our challenge. 
And as for Okun's "threstened" letter, we will be very glad to publish it 
in FOLITICAL COR I5PONDEYCH, together with our reply. To date no such let- 
ter has been received. 


kK 4K * KK KK KK 


What are the reasons for Okun's rizpeated slanders against our group and 
against individuals adhering to, or oven giving a respectful hearing to our 
line? 


Within less than two years,there hove beon four definite splits in the 
renks of tho R.W.L. This does not include a number of members who simply 
left the movement entirely and therefore can not be classified under the 
entegory of splits. Wo .1so are omitting from consideration here those 
who, heving loft the R.W.L., have not yet found a political group with 
which they are in agreement. We are restricting ourselves only to those 
who split, giving political rensons and either joining opponent groups or 
forming new grouns of their own. 


1. In January, 1945, Comrade Tom Harden was illegally suspended from 
the -RVL by tho seventeenth plenum of that group. Between that time and the 
convention held the following September, at which the Harden case was to be 
taken up, numerous documents were presented by Harden and Wilcox on the po- 
litical questions involved. These documents were not published in the 


Reels Internal Bullotin until] APTT3R the sonvention, Soms of these Suppres- 

Bad Socunents wara ees Spupiansed in Ue SOAs of the W.L.R.P. Nothing 

Wes SY t at ony time, and the bricf 
Ler athe "Capitulation 

bo a politicel slander, was 
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sp in ev: the words) decumants’ om political positions 
ntved, Gnd the cemrados later tye Wows Polaviesl organization. 
Orferiaationnl avsrotary, A mombor of the Foldtical Somaitteec,s 

Ws OF alternate: bo. “ths seein Conmvttor At the tims of the split. 
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Merch, 1945, the entire Detroit unit; including two members of 
comma tt 3 


iy ieee Che Kelle, Cl vine Persone for thairi ne tioneain 

Oo Tocters=« the first demandine a spetial convention, the-second 
a do LNLt: rosignation Prom the group. This group then formed 
Gus tiers i sootety of Detroit, “ poladics) -crouy—-in. distinct 


opposition to the h.eJ.b,. But tho lettor romained silent. 


ke aro by no means in political agrsvemoent with the Dotroit group, nor 
with thy other tro s“ouwnos which have since nee from the RewW.L. We are. 

morcly pointirg out that these wero sll gen splits and that the RwW.L. 
‘i a che 


Oe Unter, nother sumer of l«st yaar, Joo Yanly late the R.Wel.. ss 
and! thcugh this involved only cn) ccmrnede, it wes a Split, in that Danly 
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StL mors Capea! enso of corecolment of truth is shown by the 
Lect Ove ons, Laue ions.l Nows (orgen of the International Contact Come 

Wer Tis ivsslfinn effiliotze) bists ae an-affiliate 
wRors Associntion of Great Britain. 
5 cae: ago as May 1946 and in its stead the 
1 by formor mombers of the R.W.A. and 
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nolan: 


hoy on for tho Olun distortions abcut our sroup nw become quite 
oloor. Res nice th3 eWeL. londorship Ys rerturbed ovor the fact that 


eur group has taken an active hand in unearthing the hidden facts about 
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nis own organigntion and thorefora is busy trying to ccok up imaginary 


All these and other: controversial political: questions raissdyby Omum 
which do-not fall within the 

stay, achieyo. tho) nights tideerse ef polathie | elaniy yao 
Hewes he Mow “xi st ean hav 


CUNEO Og Ome Waa need tomecneo il thcar own. oppor tunism who 
3 He AGG i é 9 Lobe posted EG y contact Ciliss Shoe 


fur theradisenssion*on- any. ; political qu:stion. confronting, the working class 
i oy group-discussion, or by correspondence. Bogause of Chun and Coot 
roneutods slanders of ours groups. ibemay, parheps, be well» to tae even 
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increase Chis *aim, woiextond hbhes lnritabton tox joimdwith wes ine che 
PL eG ee All those oppertunist groups which are responsible for main=- 
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Comradoly yours, 
Ann Wilcox 
or the Vorkors Lx #un for a. Revolutionary Party) 
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WHO TELLS THE TRUTH ABOUT TROTSKY? 


Editorial Note: 


On reading the documentary evidence we present in our press to prove 
muha) } moe 5 5 ( 4 “| 5 + 
erowsky's collaboration. with. Stalin in centralizing the burocratic usurpation 
o= norer-fro- the Russian ons some workers express the idea that our. ev- 
Laence May ve valid per se but is too asarroy in total vievpoint. hese 
“Or xers ee el that The VYorsers Lea-ue for a Revolutionary Party presents only 
one side of urctsky's activities and therefore distorts tne full 
Le LO. — PSesinn bl eye this var gi vskyts.getivity is his alleged 
atyerot to Sight or oppose the pi FOCrAC ws, Mids tuis ingle, othevtecl, 
ss 1 out in our psioncoatlnnon 


re 


Is it true, perhaps, that there wos «another ascect to Trotsky's line 
AGL G8 Fie One presented by us wns not the scie. one? the follov-ing letter 
presonts our nsver to tuis «nestion when it was raised by one of cur 


Wee tae ah = a ell yr - aR 8 re ae es - alte . . Suey . 
3s: S ebout tro years azo. This noint has often been CASO eee mes LOn sr. 


e@eove 
To-srcnelote the moaning of your S208 intoconerete srords, you 
ADoGrOnidyY ASVYSnADOMLnG Adat pOSSLoULT. tnere isoAs erirl evidences which vould 
Gsei1ulich tase trots acwuciiy,fouckt. tha St Linist degenerntion of the -, 
HOVioy Union sna tne.Comintern. 
Podiitaccl-csaution is very ci tay. nG Te.ecn onlysvOlce, regrepethat 


S60 diitlerot 1% is. mnifested «<menc the misled vorkers.. The only.question 
&bout > Goubting vorker is whether his donodts sre well founded or are. based 
On ineSinary premises. het us see whethe: tne doubt you herbor has any.valid 


in. the vast store of historical documents 
aden from vier some "other side" 
8ut surely vou till not deny that Cannon, 
movement, as vell as Trotsky 
ray translators and copyists 
Cielo Gie. One sh i Se teeta of The Bulletin. 
iccoss tO many import nt historical docu- 
npuent ith nim out,ef the boviet. Union literally. 
ocunents oroduced before and during the 
Q baat no people “ould be more anxious to 
iao" of the Trotsky story than Cannon, 
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oe Trotsky had far 6e 
ments: As is. vell. known, he 
trunkfuis of letters, records «nd. d 
Tise ©ebtelins You rill, srant aS 
estrolish that. hnvpowhetical “other gt! 
Shochataan and other official nnd unoificis 
ample time to do reserrch and_study bes hietoricnl datas. ANG we tens 10 
WS SeChw An Unsuo ported claim thst SiCY feimed Lenin’ in. the’ latter's: fhsht., 
against Suoahine hey made puclic some documentary materinl, much of it from 
Trotexy's own pen, sho ing tht in the Foll or l¥de Lenin definitely set his 
mind to remove Strlin and his aides, urving the expulsion of one of then, 
Ordjonixidze. hut they never hove produced a single document of that aa 


el Trotskvites. Also, they have 


SS 
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to show that Trotsky's policy jibed with Lenin's. We, on the other hand, 
avote Trotsky's conversationswith Kamenev as recorded by Trotsky: himself 
shoving that he was opposed to Lenin's basic line on the Stalin crew, 
Whereas Lenin, according to Trotsky himself, laid down the line of using 
the coming XII Gongress of the Party as the battleground for Wiping eut 
Sun kin ergonizationally and politically, Trotsky had.the felloving line, 
according to his self-—quoted statement to Kamenev on March 5, 19233 


"T geve hir my opinion of the situation. 'Sometimes,' I said, ‘out 

of foer of an imaginary danger, people are capable of bringing real 
dancer down upon themselves. Remember,and tell others that the 

LAST THIPG I WANT IS TO START A FIGET AT THE CONGRESS FOR ANY CHAIGES 
Iii ORGANIZATION. I Af’ FOR PRa&SSRVING THE STATUS QUO. If Lenin gets 

on his feet before the congress, of which there is unfortunately little 
chance, he snd I vill discuss the matter together nev, 1 AM AGAINST 
ROIOVING STALIN -nd expelling Ordzhonikidze, and displacing Dzerzhinsky 
from the commisnrint of transpert.! " (L.Trotsky, MY LIFE, pages 485-6 
My cnps. ) 


Having plainly shown thet he did not agree with Lenin in substance, Trotsky 
g0es on to stnte that he told Kamenev; "But I do agree with Lenin in sut- 
stance." (Ibid.) Is there ny wonder thrt the shrewd Knmenev reacted in this 
way to Trotsky's assurances: "Kamenev gnve a sigh of relief. He accepted 
qll my proposals. "(Ibid. ) 


From Trotsky's own writings we see thnt Lenin chose the 12th Congress 
cf the party, convoked in April 1923, -s the battleground to smash the Stalin 
rings Lenin, as is shown, was prevented by illness from attending thrt 
Congress, but he had prepated a number of anti-Stalin documents— the "bomb"— 
Which he entrusted to Trotsky to explode on the floor of thit gathering 
before the entire working class. Trotsky mentions thot "bomb" in his writings. 
We checked the stenogrnphic record of the 12th Congress -nd found no explosion 
of Lenin's"bomb." Instend, the record shovs clearly thrt everybody, including 
Trotsky, stood as one with Stalin, who controlled the Congress. Ve did not 
write the stenogr-phic report of the speeches and resolutions of that 
"united Congress." ‘ie only quote from it. The record shows that henints 
dnouments were UNANIMOUSLY SUPRESSED BY TH® SNTIRE LSADERSHIP and that each 
and every one of the Stalinist rosolutions was adopted unanimously. Trotsky's 
voto vas included in thyse unrnimous decisions. 


One may senrch the entire Trotskyite liter-turo for a scrap of evidence 
that Trotsky cxrricd out Lenin's line at tho léth Congress. In vain! They 
do not heve such evidence, rnd no one dares to invent any. Be it remembered 
thet the leth Congress wis 1 very important, perhaps the most important, 
bridge for Stslin to cross over on his way to absolute personnl pover. 

This Congress was the fork in the road. Along the first prth-if Trotsky had 
folloved Lenin's pelicy- Stalin would have rolled downzard to an inglorious 
ond; along the other-if Trotsky maintained silence about Lenin's policy-—and 
confined himsclf to talking about irrelevant economic questions, thereby 
giving Stelin a clorr figld to carry out his burocratic centralization, Stalin 
would eventually riso to 4 terribly porsonet dietctorship. This latter 

course Was the one chosen by Trotsky. As wo have said, there is not a phrase 
which the Trotskyite researchers can produce to substantiate. their claim that 
Trotsky followed Lenin's lino, but we can quote Trotsky's own vords which 

show that Trotsky did not fight Stalin, Referring to the period of the 12th 


wee 


congross when Lenin entrusted fo Trotsky the line of struggle against the 
Stalin clique, Trotsky wrote ir n gut obiog ‘raphy: “And what is more, I have no 
doubt that if I had come forvard on the eve of the tvelfth congress in the 
spirit of qa ‘bloc of Lenin and Trotsky! against the Stalin burocracy, I 
have been victorious even if Lenin had taken no direct vart in the 
rucclee" (p. 481) This without cuestion proves our case, for Trotsky's 

f I had come forward" shows that he did not come forward. 
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Let us take another instance. In discussing the history of the 
deseneration of the Bolshevik Party, the Trotsky leaders often refer to the 
Stalin move of diluting the party in the Spring of 1924 with opportunist 
elemorts soon after Lenin's Eee The Stalin burocrats labelled that 
maneuver the Da eeae Lovy," or"Leninist recruiting." In his book 
Revolution Betrayed Trotsky writes; "By freeing the turocracy from the cont— 
rol of the prolotari n vanguard, the 'Leninist Levy! dealt a deathblow to 
the Party or Lenin." (pgs) When we first read this in 1937 we incautiously 
sav in it an implication that Trotsky had attacked that burocratic maneuver 
at its inception. But then we observed that novhere did the Trotsky leaders 
publish any evidence to thxt effect. We, of course, never regarded the 
speeches of Cannon and Shachtman, in which they assure their followers that 
Trotsky fought Stalin, as authentic historical evidence. We “ent to the 
archives to check vhat Trotsky vas doing in the Spring of 1924 during the 
N"Teniuist recruiting.!. And what did ve find? In the midst of that recruiting, 

at the Thirteenth Congress of the Party, Stalin's speech in which the Usurper 
lied that the Se ae recruiting" as a great elective democratic achievement, 


was “holeheartedly echosd by Trotsky, who declared: "Without a doubt the 
Leninist oeawereey as has been Correctly stated here, haa brought our party 
closer to being an elective party." (Pravda, ay 27,1924) P 


Trotsky thus covered up Stalin's lie, Years aftervard Trotsky and his 
ff talked mach about the "Leninist recruiting" delivering a death blov 
Lenin's Party. Have they been concealing the documentary evidence to 
prove that Trotsky tricd to ward off.that. blow? . Why could not the Trotskyite 
researchers produce a motion by Trotsky, a WORD uttered against the "Leninist 
cruiting"” in 19243 Because the evidence shovs the very opposite, oxposing 
otsky's support to tho "Levy! 


Many years after the event, otsky doclared that the so-called “Lenin 
Recruiting" of 1924 vas & matter of Stalin's packing the Party with scores of 
thousands of hand-picked flunkeys, carcerists and reactionary vorkers.e But 
in 1924, during the "Lenin Recruiting," here is the fakery that Trotsky in a 
spasch fed the workers- for Stalinism's oenefit: 


"'fhon the vcorkingclass reucts to the denth of its leaders in such manner 
that Baku gives 9,500 new party members-this is the highest voting; this is 
not perlinmentary charlatanism, not porlicmentary deception, but a genuine 
democratic vorkors voices" (Le Trotsky, PRAVDA, April 15,1924) 


Yes, tho rocruiting of those 9,500 vorkers of Baku vas not parliamentary 

doception, it was Stalinist deception, part of the deathblov to the party. 
bad Saccs mee torkers, due to Trotsky's treacherous rolo, sav this as 

"A gunmuine democratic vorkers voico." Trotsky vas the builder of Stalinism, 


neces reece ana politically. 


“ithout doubt the grestest noise the Trotsky loaders ever made nas been 


=lhe 


about Stelin's "theory" of socialism in one country. The impression has been 
created that Trotsky opposed that opportunist imnovation. But has any one 
ee: » rosolution or motion of Trotsky's at a closed meeting 
ontral Gommittee, or withinvany othor RCP body, in hich Trotsky 
voiced Hie oppo siti on to bhat "theory?" You may rest assured that the Trotsky 


& 


pe vould have cited such a speach or motion-a hundred times over if it 
had ever been mde. It is a matter of record that in the entire Trotskyist 
error as well as in the Comintern records and in the bourgeois historical 
accounts by valtor Duranty au others there is netearhnint at any specizic 
thesis or lino which Trotsky, supposedly, yresented when Stalin several months 
after tie Thirteenth Congro Eee a meld his fake "theory." Is theother side" 
of the Trotsky picture being concealed by Stalin, the bourgcoisie and the 
Troteiiy leaders Va, on onr pert, found substantiating evidence proving 
that Trotsky | and no line in opposition to that of Stalin's Central Committec- 
Sltrer he Beis nor after the Thirteenth Congress. ‘iriting in January 1925, 
ae ome introduction o: the “theory of Socialism in one! country, 1rotsky 
soca 


"after the Thirteenth Congress there arose, or became more clcarl; 
defined, “certrin neti ‘problems ‘of industrinl, or Soviet;>or international 
chernctcr. The solution “or them tie been-A mitter "er “oxcepuronis A 
di:-ficulty. The iden vas completely foreign to me to pppose any "platform! 
waatever to the vork “of the Central’ Comittee of the party in tne 
solution of “these provlems. © To nll) those comrades ho ere present 
at the mectings of the Politburo, the Central Committee, the Soviet 
of Labour and Defense, or the Revolutionary Military Soviet, this 
azsertion needs no proof." (PRAYDA, Jan. 20, 1925) 


You have never witnessed q situation in which a Trotskyist rank and 
filer, hard pressed by our exposure during a personal discussion with us, 
retreats to the vall, nevor ceasing: to nervously repeat—"Yes, Trotsky fought 
Stalin) ...He fought azainst Stalin's policy, not publicly but within the 
Central Committes." Yet it is not we but Trotsky who established that he 
did not oppose Stelin's platform in the Central Committee; he specifically 
refers to the people whe attended the meetings of the Central Committe and 
other high committees for corroboration, as his stztement of January, 1925 
revealse 


And “hile the Trotsky researchers produce no documentary proof to 
estavlisn that Trotsky put up an opposition ~hen Stalin concocted his buro- 
eratic fakery of building Socialism in Russia, ‘’e shall cite Trotsky's speech 
titled "Hizht Years! In that speech, delivered before the Russian vorkers 
on the eighth anniversary of the October Revolution, Trctsky left the impres-— 
Sion aisong his listeners that they ‘rould enter the Socialist paradise under 
the existing leidership of the Stalinist Party! 


You have heard, of course, the stcry that Trotsky opposed the entry of 
the Chinese Communist Party into the Koumintang and that he fought the Stal- 
inist fakery that they would revolutionize the Koumintang. That story was 
reneatec so often that »lmost everrvbody believes it. The Chinese Communist 
Party ontered the Koumintang in 1923. Where is the evidence that Trotsky 
opposed that movey There is none} But you can find in the Inprecorr of May 
1924, in Trotsky's speech to the Students of the Zast, the folloving; 


"We approve Comunist support to the Kuomintang party in China 
Which ve are endeavoring to revolutionize. (International Press 
Correspondence, Volume 4,70. 51, May 29, 1924.) 
“hen you said maybe there is "another side" to the Trotsky picture it 
Meany We Sient nave left out importsntomaterial. It is really the Trotskyites 
Uno LearGeons. tne. tell-tale evidence, and for a good reason. ‘They never 


darea to puvlish this damming piecs cf evidence rhich shovs that Trotsky 
Supportod Stalin's preparations to cut the throat of tho Chinese Revolution. 
They sersped tosether the Trotsky documents which date from 1927, after 

Ene vetraval eats consummated; those of the period of the betrayal they never 


puciisnhed, for Trotsky's role in the betrayal vas clear. But even arter 

the event, not a single one of the documents shovs that Trotsky ever opposed 
the policy of sending the Chinese Communist Party into the Kuomintang. ‘There 
is nota singie sentence vhich exposes Stalin’end the deliberata policy of 

S ite, OUT tHe revolution to safeguard the power of the burocracy .2t home. 
it aS a desperate moment for Stalin because the opvosition workers in 

. felt it “as an ideal moment to oust Stalin and take over the Farty. 
Loving the betrayal to Chiang Kai Shek, Stalin's influence in the Par 

“na in the Gehintern was shaken, But Troteky's, policy tas to pour cold Water 
upoi The aroused opposition masses. ‘Vho estatlished this fxct? Trotsky 


himseifs 


“Meany younser comrades thought the p-.tent bankruptcy of Stalin's policy 
was bound to bring tne triumph of the opposition nenrer. During the 
ai 


first days after tho coup d'etat by Chiene shek, I was obliged to 
pour many = bucket “or cold “ter mrér the pot ne=de of oe young friends 
snd over some not:so young. [| tricd to shot’ them thant the opposition 
eould not rise on the defeat of the Chinese revolution." (L. Trotsky 


Things sre not different with the Anglo-Russinn Committee, the third 
Vace" in ane Trotsky dock of politics. Tho Trotskyite "historians" vocif- 
erously denounce Stalin for org nizing and maintaining the Anglo-—Russian 


Comnittee. But they will never uare cite Trotsky's statement made several 


wontis, before a betraval of the British vorkers “ith the aid of the Anglo 
Russian Committe Speaking to the Congress of Toxtile vorkers Trotsky said 
the following ab a that treacherous Stalinist creation: 


sian Committce of Unity of Trade Unions is the 
of that shift in the situction in all-urope, and 
especially in Bnzland, which is occurring before our cyes and which 
sropean revolution." (Pravda, January 21,1926. 


Although the frotskyito "historians cavort throveh the files of Pravda 
and translate Trotsky's long-vinéed abstract treatis Os on scicnce and other 
Gistracting subjects, they shun such damning statements as the above because 
thosy statements prove that Trotsky gave direct support to Stalin's opportunist 
manuvacturerse Stalin's Comintern in 1926 vas rendering the British trade 
union burocrats all the required cover to prepare the betrayal. When the 
General Strike sas knifed many rovolutionary vorkors began to suspoct that 

the Gomintern's policy vas rotten. Who furnished tho cover for Stalin at 

that critical period? Trotsky! He covered up for Stalin in tho main. After 
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more than tvo years of the Stalin policy of the Anglo-Ruesian Committce, ite 
Paeaa 4 Was secomplished; the revolutionary situation in England vas shat~ 
torod,. Toon cand Trotsky and told tho workers that the Stalinist Comintorn 
police vas tho sanc as the one Lenin and he had applied in Russia in 19178 
That ovtra cous viece of pro-Stalinist fakery is orinted in Pravda, June 2, 
1926. if thcore is "another side! to the Trotsky role in the Stalinist pete 
raval of the Sritish wroletariat, the trotekyite "historians" have never 

it. The only picture plainly visible in the officially published press 
Of that veriod is the one we have discovered, a victure of collaboration 
7 Ltd oO Ch Lite 
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Eo do eos stand ith respect to the supression of Lenin's documents 
written against Stalin? Trotsky, Cannon and Shachtman often railed vehemently 
BG: Gane eee mete for hiding from thé’ ~rorkers a whole series of Lenin's 
letters, imelusing the famous Testrayent. xsut do they offer an ounce of 
ULOOr that Trotsky Serie their publicrition at the time Lenin turned them 
ever to tne Party leadership? O: course not! We, on the other hand, hove 

is So'tht neotey sctively joined Strilin in the suppression of :11 the 
ct 
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1%1-St n documents of Lenin, At the XII Congress of the Party in March, 
liao,’ the existence of Lenin's letter on the “ntionnl Question “as xnown 
“mon: tae delegates and the guostion “ts .s6ced° why it was Kopt from the fioor 


fe 
of. the Congress. PEO OUI eae ie. LOUCeG as, ive an expliantion. SpeAking 
Presidium, ‘hose proceédings verse secrx t not Only from the Party 
mombersulp, but ilso from ths ™-in vody of the delegates of the Coneress, 
ZIMOVieY. TOPorted = strsnso docision, ~The stGnosmspiie Yrecora of tne ALL 
Congress stntes on prge 541: 


(Cure) 
ace 
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"The presidium of the Coneress ee the Party adopted 1 UNANTMIOUS 
Lon; not to aan for the timo being this document." (Our 


The qtestion mizht be risked:"Where vas Trotsky?" The ansver is that 
he was on the vresldius of the ZLI Conzrass, as can be seen oy tne list of 
namese Trotsky vss on the prosidium which voted UFANIMOUSLY to supress the 
documeat. Trotsky could heave rrised rn objection to the propos1l to hide 
Leain's letter on the Untion:1 Question insted of mikins the voto unanimous. 
the stenographiec record stands blinck on white snd Trotsky, Onnnon and 
&hachtmsn never refer to it “ith so much *s-n single ord. “Trotsky Had in 
his posscssion a copy of that letterbut he never published it. 


Let us docl bricfly ~ith the most frnous of Lonin's documents rgainst 
Stalin. the Testament. According to Tretsky's tostimony, tho Testanent 
rera in geecret tO a. smg@ll scloect sroup, the council of seniors of the XIII 
Consress of the Party in May,192¢ in his »resonecso. Trotsky vas 9 poverful 
figure in the Boviot Taion at tuat time— “hy didn't he talk? Not only did 
he maintain o crimiaunl silence about that immortant document but then Eastman 
published some facts about ths suppressed ienin Vill over a year later 
Trovsky agreed “ith the Strlin ganz to come ont openly with 1 vicious denun— 
cintion of dastman and lie in the ost dishonest fashion, 1s follovs;: 


"Comrnde Lenin has not left my 'w41l;! the character of iis 
reintions to the Party, .nd the character of the Party itself, exclude. 
the pos: iblility of such 1 'vill,! Tho vourgeois ond jenshevist 
press genernily understonds under the sesisnation of '!will! one of 
Comrade Lenin's letters (which is so nuch -ltered as to be almost 


illegible) in which he gives the Party sone orgnnizatory advice. 
The loth Party Gongress devoted the grertest rttontion to this 

nad other lotters, nd dre the conclusions corresponding to the 
SituAtlonsobtrinine,.. <AGs oak “ITE R&GAWD TO A COVCHZALED OR 
MULATSD ‘ILL! IS NOTHING BUT A D&SPICASLS LIZ, directed xgrinst 
the went will of Comrade Mats ond agrinst the intcrasts of the 
party erentcd by him." (Leon Trotsky, Inprecorr, Sept. 3, 1925, 
ppe 1005, 100é. ) 


frotsky lied to the entire vorld working class. 


Suh s flagrant crime on Trotsky's part could never be erased and all 
% sroteky, Cannon and Shachtman could do “as to oxplain it awaye ‘The 
agnent on Hastman vas foisted upon Trotsky, they alibied; it was a 

2 of perty discipline: "Kastman published the document on his orn 
tive in a moment ~hen our faction decided to interrupt all puclic 

sCoivity in order to avoid a premature sulit.e"(Ik Trotsky, In Defonse of 
ar crc (0. f60.)) 
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But what of trotsky's silence about the Testament for over a year be- 
fore Hastman published it! What avout Trotsky's silence concerning Lenin's 


lettr on the National °ucstion addressed to the XII Congress over tro years 
Soles, a copy of which vas in Trotsky's possession? Trotsky,Cannon and 
Shachtman ~ould rather not discuss all that 


it is embarrassing. 


So to return to your romarke It should o@ quite plain that tho "other 
side” of the Trotsky picture doce not oxist. it is a myth. And, curiously 
enough, that myth vas not originate: by Trotsky but by Stalin, Zinoviecv and 
Kamenev. “t “as the Trio, supporte gd by tac other leaders, “ho invented thd 
slogan "Trotskyism" in ordor to tear !trotsky down from his position of pre. 
stige and pover. This was later admitted hy Zinoviov ‘hen Stalin elboved 
this partner of his out of pover and into "Opposition." The Trio spread 
the story that "rotsky underestimated the peasrntry, " that he vas attempt 
ime “to sot.uprthe, young 2ecinst.the old," that he hod “lost f.ith inithe 
ere -tive forces of the revolution," th-t his im ~:s "to supplant Leninism 
with Trotsxyism." Becruse Frotsky, like 111 the other lenders, was completely 
involved in the crine of EC RERT ED RE HDE Lenin «t the XII Congress, becnuse 
he bad sttenpted to vorz ~ith. Stalin, he could not lsy tho truth before tho 
“orkors. ~His ‘ooehes tentenk reduced itsclf vither to silence or to 1 mild 
denixl of the nccusations made against him. Chained politically to Stalin, 
he could not help but continue callaborating vith the Usurper in every move 
against the proletariat. That he did everything possible to avoid the struggle 
against Stalin, and oven delibor:tely chose defeat, Trotsky himself admit 6.. 
In a series of articles captioned "What Happened and How", Trotsky stated; 


eu 


"To the last possibility I avoided the struggle, inasmuch as 
at its first stages it t had tho character of an unprincipled con- 
spiracy directed against me porsonslly. It as clear to me that 
such kind of struegle, once it bursts.e@ut, will inevitably assume 
exceptional acuteness and in the condition of rovolutionary dic- 
tatorship can lead to threatening consequences. This is not the 
Place to discuss the question ~hether it as correct at the price 
of the groatest personal concessions to tend to preserve the ground 


of collective tork, “or “hether it “as secesseny that I mysclf go over 
to an offensive -lons the satire Line, despite the absence for this of 
sufficiont political found-tioas. The fact is that I chose the first 
o th, nd dospite everything do not repent this." (L.Trotsky; What 
syponed nnd How. Six Articles for the Bourgoois Press, Russian 
@ition, Paris, 1929fop. 44, So... "Our Ciphesise ) 
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it ~cs only later, os on expediency in the joo of gathering the anti- 
Stalin “Orkere inte- the Trotsky intern-cionnl movoment that Trotsky's licu- 
TSNAhtS, “ore go than he himself, brondeast far “nd wide the ernssost lic 
thot “rotsky continued Lenin's policy, thet he hid fought against the St-lin- 
ist cdceereravion uf thor Soviet Union -nd the Comintern. 


The documentary evidence “hich ve ioe unearthed estxiblishes thet trotsky 
Was "G.seurdca Sti linist’ ouroerst, just As ws Zinovicv, huchoria; fysor 
dC Sud eile -LeEC" Of) ome ree eener=t0d loaders of the Bolshevik Party. This 


i is open to ovoryoody for verifie>tion. KEobody hrs refuted this 
"alls gC Gan see We Les tae Sb sesta the true picture of 
1 


WAY ALL Tis "FUSS" 


@ to tho-bettom of the whole burocratic business 

Thich ruined the most réovolutionnry vsarty_in the world's history is not 
academic. Fe aro cngssscd in the task of duildins=< ney revolutionary erg 
SALCetiOn. (But how can One proceed “ith this tsk if he cows not possas 
Was ORAST TACtS HvOUbt the -orizin, The cise "NG the” coursesor ine re 
ae Of, the proviouss roroluvionary nov nent! Vhatels tnere ste? preyont 

the Strlinist cisesss-Trom tlishtinge the ver movement ualess the disense 
PS Correctly vundoretood “nd Orfectivelry comb ttcdr HOw G.mone makeen 
sclortific ARALVSLS Ox ee Aisi) import: mt political tendency “s* Trotsky? s "iF 
ons's viet is b:sod not on scientific investigrtion but on fabriestions? And 
is it not obvious tht fee inform:tion cxn be gotten, not out of one's head 
Sut by (Gigoine dcep in the histories] rocords? When ve study the eae of 
“nd Trotszy ts role “te do it- with the: q@ucstion in- minds Vaanwed 

it Sed: ean bo Ghemanti-stalin’ revolatitaiury”~orkere snd vor one. 7orid‘s 
Oi aee messes since the St-Linist m-l-edy overvhelmed the first ~orker's St>te? 
Wo nov tht becauso they inagined that Trotsky represented a Leninist policy, 
the onti-Stalin Consunist vorkors flccked to Trotsky in the Fall of 1923, the 
minut. the Strlin gany made him its target. They represented the best there 
“98 in tho party, the most militent rnd self-sacrificing es pak true 
bolsheviks, snd their nunber “ns HALF of tho party rembership. “forcover, 
thoir yee chet 79ivht vas decisive. In 1923 they constituted a MAJORITY 

in “osco “nd a fev other cities, while “any “orkere 7ithin the section that 
7s liocd wp behind Strlin's Central Committee wore there because of fear of 
losing their jobs, the Bera of burocratic persecution, and because, xbove 
all the truth «bout senin's Line on Stalin vas hidden by both Stalin and 
vroetsky. An honcst Rae ee loadcrship vould hive opened 1 fight to remove 
tue Stalin gang and roorganize the Party ond the State on the line of genuine 
vorurg domocracy. ‘trotszy at once disorignted the poverful prolotarinn 
vangucrd by draving up 2 resolution on "“lorkers Democracy" -rithout even 
montioning Stalin cnd Lenin's iine of reorg-nizing the ee tse ath Little 
yonder Stalin snd his ciique enthusirstieally signed the fake resolution 
(December 6,1923), making it uncnimous. “Then Strilin intensified the drive 


Our interest in fetting 


against Trotsky snd also agzninst the be?uddled opposition yvorkers, “rotsky 
wound pane their neck a paralyzing policy of do-nothing, of peacesmnrking 
and conciliation. Seeking to ~pperse Strlin, Trotsky ~ided in the "Leninist 
recruiting" nd in ° svrending the Stvlinist froud avout revolutionizing 
the Kuomintong. very time there ~»g 4 d-nger to Strlin's regime Trotsky 
threw. vet blenket over the oppusition misses, he lied to them tht the 
Stalin "Centr-l Committce" is A Leninist Central Committee (Declarntion of 
The Opposition, October 16,1926 ) he aive them - line of "unity at 211 costs" 
Tt 

t 


“ith the Stalinist burocrricy (Platform of the Opposition). The “hole mrss 
of the proleterinn vingucrd in Russin, securely shickled within the Strlinist 


system by aed perished in Siberin snd in other viiys. Concurrently, the 
olotarior Wangucrd, of Chinn 9s led by Stalin, vith trotsky "said; to 
ae a nex's execution olocx, 


Our investigntion throvs Light unon the fate of ranti-Strlin revolutionary 
“orkers outside of Russix. Trotsky org-nized them into . "fraction of the 
comintern" nnd h-nded them. line of"correcting" the Strlin ge:ng. Because 
taoyw never ee the true story of Lrotsky, they were prevented from grasping 
tne emsciousness of the crime of Stnlinist usurprtion of pover, the delibernte 
ee of the bloody destruction of the vyoansucrd vorkers in Russiny in ‘China 
snd elsewhere, they folleved Trotsky's policy .nd_supsorted the Strlinist 
Comintern « oo “criticism.” Believing Trotsky th-t Stalinism ws olundering 
"centrism', they ended in the concentrrtion cnmps of Hitler. 


Then Trotsky reorg-nized those aS a “orkers vho remrined live 
In 


outside Russin, Chinn .nd werm-ny into ~ "Fourth Inte Seat which he 
based on the sinister fraudth t Trotskes -. fighter azainst the Stalinist 
counter-—revolution. The line of support with Horii ticism’ remained and ¢ 


Siclin led the Sp-nish prolet-rinat including the trotskyite ond semi-Trotsky- 
ite vorkers (POU) to dostruction. 


FPrineiples, recoxenized and accepted, mre a euiding tieht for the 
proletarist. Freuds sare dsngerous snares, lerding to defents and annihilation. 
Lenin's fight -gsinst Monshevism is -n estrblished principle. .Trotsky's 
Wren feist Stalinism is a freud.. The acceptance of this fraud ns 4 
pr foei aie bes proved fatal for the proletsrinn vangurrd. 


he “hose chin of our investig-tion leads to the elsring fact thay 
Trotsky represents the historic:1 trip ‘hich captures the current of sub 
joctively ~nti-Stnlin orksrs and holds them ace within the Stalin orbit... 
"Jo see thet is these workers who, beginning with 1925, formed the key ele-~ 
mont for reorganizing the whole vanguard upon eee ee lines, but were 
betrayed to Stalin by Trotsky, Knowing this, we realize what terrible fate 
$s in store for those workers and for the proletarian revolution which is 
now brewins in italy, France, fngland and other countriese unless we reach 
Lhese workers in time with the true story of Trotsky, help rid them of Stalinism, 
i tear them out of the clutches of that destructive Stalinist power and 
begin to build a Marxist movement, 


Like you, we too, for awhile, imagined that perhaps what we discovered 
aboaws the me Congress and other everts was accidental, and that if we in- 
voaticated further we would find "another side"'of Trotsky. Alas!™~ The more 
domumcnts we examined the elearer ever the picture, until there was no mis= 
taizine the dastardly role Trotsky played in the Stalinist degeneration, It 
then became clear that our duty was to pass the information to the workers 


and fight to win them to the true Marxist line. 


Honest revolutionary workers have no reason for accepting fiction as 
truth. It should be obvious that since the truth has been discovered, 
thess workers, sooner or later, will see it. It should be equally obvious 
that people like Cannon and Shachtman will guard zealously the dark secret 
of Trotsky, will do everything to blur the view, to conceal the facts 
about the early phases of Stalicism and when confronted by an overwhelming 
array of facts will try to create among the workers, as pe last resort, 
the misleading impression that somewhere there is hidden "another side" of 
the Trotsky storye 


Here is the problem in a nutshell: ver since the beginning of the 

Stalinist degeneration of the Soviet Union and the Comintern, the counter- 
revolutionary, disguised vro-Stalinist tendency led by Trotsky, plus his 
various "Left" satellites, has been THE PRIMARY FORCE PREVENTING THE FOR- 
MATION FP A NEW MARXIST INTSENATIONAL. Unless a principled, Marxist strug- 
is fought directly against that treacherous tendency, NO N3W MARXIST 
QTE MATIONAL TS EOSSTBLE, just as without Lenin's fight against the chief 
current of the Second International, the Bolshevik movement and the October 
Kevolution would have been impossible. The fight against the sham Fourth 
International of Trotsky and his "Left" satollitcs is the direct form of 
the present, immediate struggle for the cadraus of the New Marxist Inter- ~* 
national wiich must arise out of the ruins of tho old movement to lead the 
toilers to freedom from capitalist oppression, We call upon every worker 
who stands for a new Marxist International to unite with us In that strugele. 


Comradely yours, 
George Marlen 


